Abstract. In 1997, J. A. Fridy gave conditions for noninclusion of ordinary and of absolute summability domains. In the present note, these conditions are interpreted in a natural topological context thus giving new proofs and also explaining why one of these conditions is too weak. Also an open question posed in Fridy's paper is answered.
1. Noninclusion for ordinary summability. Recently, J. A. Fridy [2] stated a noninclusion theorem that can be formulated in the following way. Of course, this is a noninclusion theorem, since if A has that limit property and B does not, then c A c B . The reason for the above formulation is that it emphasizes an invariance property which is stated in an invariant form in the Lemma 1.2. Therein, e k denotes the basic sequence e k = (0,...,0, 1, 0,...) with "1" in the kth position, and the summability domain As a corollary we obtain Fridy's result. 
Corollary 1.3. Let A be a matrix with existing column limits and with row limits zero. If c A ⊂ c B , then
lim n,k a nk = 0 ⇒ lim n,k b nk = 0,(1.
Noninclusion for absolute summability.
In [2] noninclusion is also considered for absolute summability; here
a nk x k exists and Ax ∈    (2.1) the absolute summability domain of A, is concerned, where
We state the result in the following form. so that
Then, clearly,
for each integer µ and each index sequence (k(j)).
To prove Theorem 2.1 in a topological way-similar to the proof of Corollary 1.3 (and Theorem 1.1)-we need the following lemma. 
